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it can simply submit the proposal to the popular
vote.

(6) If it disapprove of either the principle or the
details of the popular proposal, it may present a
counter-project of its own.1

(e) If it consider that it is not a fitting opportunity
for revision, the Assembly may simply propose that
the people shall reject the proposal of the 50,000.
In the two last cases, the counter-proposal or motion
for rejection is submitted to the people at the same
time as the popular proposal.2

III. Whatever form the revision takes, or whatever
its aim may be; whether it be undertaken by the
Federal Assembly of its own accord, or 50,000 citizens
make use of their right of initiative; whether it be a
question of a fundamental change in the constitution,

1 [By the law of January 17, 1892, the Federal Assembly must
decide upon its course of action within a year, and if they decide
to present a counter proposal, must also have that ready within the
year. There is no possible means of delay open in this case as in
the preceding one.]

a [M. Hilty, Professor of Law at Berne, and one of the best known
of the Swiss constitutional writers, proposed a scheme to the
National Council in which the distinction between a partial and
a total revision was abolished, the same procedure being made
applicable to both. The cantons were given the same share as
the people in proposing or vetoing a law or preliminary proposal.
The initiative could only be exercised by means of a bill complete
in all its details ; bat whenever a demand was received, t]je people
were to be asked first of all, " Do you wish for a revision on this
particular point ?" In case of an affirmative answer, the popular
bill, accompanied by a counter-proposal at the option of the
Assembly, should be laid before the people for their vote. Owi$g
to the stress of business and the rash at the end, this proposal
did not obtain the consideration it deserved. Both M. Borgeaud
(p. 316) wad M. Dunant (Ltgi&tittwn par le peuple en Suisse, p. 123)
characterise it as preferable to the scheme adopted.]